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Abstract. For several types of information relations, the induced rough sets system RS
does not form a lattice but only a partially ordered set. However, by studying its Dedekind–
MacNeille completion DM(RS), one may reveal new important properties of rough set struc-
tures. Building upon D. Umadevi’s work on describing joins and meets in DM(RS), we
previously investigated pseudo-Kleene algebras defined on DM(RS) for reflexive relations.
This paper delves deeper into the order-theoretic properties of DM(RS) in the context of
reflexive relations. We describe the completely join-irreducible elements of DM(RS) and
characterize when DM(RS) is a spatial completely distributive lattice. We show that even in
the case of a non-transitive reflexive relation, DM(RS) can form a Nelson algebra, a property
generally associated with quasiorders. We introduce a novel concept, the core of a relational
neighborhood, and use it to provide a necessary and sufficient condition for DM(RS) to
determine a Nelson algebra.

Dedicated to the memory of Magnus Steinby

1. Introduction

Rough set theory, initially introduced in [22], is grounded in the concept of indistinguisha-
bility relations. These relations are equivalence relations defined such that two objects are
considered equivalent when they appear identical based on their observable properties.

Let E be an equivalence relation on U . Every subset X of U can be approximated by
two sets. The upper approximation X▲ consists of elements that are related to at least one
element in X by the equivalence relation E. This set represents the elements that might
belong to X given the information provided by E. The lower approximation X▼ consists of
elements such that all elements related to them by E are also in X. This set represents the
elements that definitely belong to X based on the information provided by E.

The rough set of X is the pair (X▼, X▲). This pair captures the uncertainty related to
the subset X due to the limited information provided by the equivalence relation E. The
collection of all rough sets, denoted by RS, can be ordered coordinate-wise using the set-
inclusion relation. The lattice-theoretic properties of RS have been extensively studied. For
example, J. Pomyka la and J. A. Pomyka la [23] proved that RS forms a Stone algebra. This
result was further refined by S. D. Comer [3], who established that RS forms a regular double
Stone algebra. Piero Pagliani [21] introduced a Nelson algebra structure on RS and showed
that these Nelson algebras induced by equivalence relations are semisimple.

Rough approximations and rough sets can be extended beyond equivalence relations by
using other types of binary relations. A quasiorder, a reflexive and transitive relation, is one
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such example. Rough sets defined by quasiorders have been investigated by several researchers
(see [5, 16–18, 20, 24], for instance). The rough set lattice RS determined by a quasiorder is
known to be completely distributive and spatial. Moreover, a Nelson algebra can be defined
on RS (see [7–9, 14, 15]). A tolerance, a reflexive and symmetric relation, is another type of
binary relation that can be used to define rough sets. While the rough set system RS defined
by a tolerance may not always form a lattice [6], it does form a completely distributive and
spatial lattice when the tolerance is induced by an irredundant covering. Furthermore, a
pseudocomplemented regular Kleene algebra can be defined on RS in this case (see [10–12]).

For arbitrary binary relations D. Umadevi presented the Dedekind–MacNeille completion
DM(RS) of RS in [26]. She also described the meets and joins in DM(RS). In [13], we
investigated pseudo-Kleene algebras defined on DM(RS) for reflexive relations. We proved
that these algebras are always paraorthomodular. In the current paper, we extend our research
by focusing on the order-theoretic properties of DM(RS) when it is determined by a reflexive
relation, generalizing several previously mentioned results.

In Section 2, we introduce the basic notation. We also prove DM(RS) is a complete
subdirect product of ℘(U)▼ × ℘(U)▲, where ℘(U)▼ and ℘(U)▲ denote the complete lattices
of all lower and upper approximations of subsets of U , respectively.

In Section 3, we provide a characterization of the completely join-irreducible elements of
℘(U)△ and ℘(U)▲. Note that ℘(U)▽ and ℘(U)△ represent the approximations determined

by the inverse R̆ of R. We then characterize the completely join-irreducible elements J of
DM(RS) in terms of the completely join-irreducible elements of ℘(U)△ and ℘(U)▲, and so-
called singletons. Singletons are the elements x such that R(x) = {x}. Additionally, we give
a formula for the atoms of DM(RS).

This section also includes a couple of examples. Example 3.7 demonstrates that there are
reflexive relations for which DM(RS) forms a regular double Stone algebra. Since this prop-
erty is typically associated with rough sets defined by equivalence relations, this observation
motivates our studies in Section 5, where we characterize those reflexive relations which deter-
mine rough set Nelson algebras. Example 3.8 illustrates that there are reflexive relations on
U such that the set of completely join-irreducible elements of ℘(U)△ is empty. Consequently,
the set of completely join-irreducible elements of DM(RS) is also empty.

In Section 4, we prove that DM(RS) is completely distributive if and only if any of ℘(U)▲,
℘(U)▼, ℘(U)△, or ℘(U)▽ is completely distributive. For spatiality, we present a similar
characterization, showing that DM(RS) is spatial if and only if ℘(U)▲ and ℘(U)△ are spatial.
We characterize the case when DM(RS) is completely distributive and spatial in terms of
the completely join-prime elements of ℘(U)△ and ℘(U)▲. In this section, we also introduce

the notion of the core of R(x) and R̆(x), and show that the completely join-prime elements
of ℘(U)△ are those sets R(x) whose core is nonempty. A similar relationship holds between

℘(U)▲ and the sets R̆(x).
In Section 5, we shift our focus and assume that DM(RS) is completely distributive and

spatial. We examine the structure of DM(RS) under these assumptions. We use cores of

R(x) and R̆(x) to introduce the condition in Theorem 5.6 equivalent to the fact that the
set J satisfies so-called interpolation property. By a result appearing in [8] this condition is
equivalent to the case that DM(RS) forms a Nelson algebra.
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2. Rough sets by reflexive relations

Let R be a binary relation on U . We denote for any x ∈ U , R(x) := {y ∈ U | (x, y) ∈ R}.
The symbol := denotes ‘equals by definition’. For any set X ⊆ U , the lower approximation
of X is

X▼ := {x ∈ U | R(x) ⊆ X}
and the upper approximation of X is

X▲ := {x ∈ U | R(x) ∩X ̸= ∅}.
If Xc denotes the complement U \X of X, then X▼c = Xc▲ and X▲c = Xc▼, that is, ▼ and
▲ are dual.

We may also determine rough set approximations in terms of the inverse R̆ of R, that is,

X▽ := {x ∈ U | R̆(x) ⊆ X}
and

X△ := {x ∈ U | R̆(x) ∩X ̸= ∅}.
For all X ⊆ U ,

X▲ =
⋃
x∈X

R̆(x) and X△ =
⋃
x∈X

R(x).

In particular, {x}△ = R(x) and {x}▲ = R̆(x) for all x ∈ U .
Let ℘(U) denote the family of all subsets of U . We also write

℘(U)▼ := {X▼ | X ⊆ U}, ℘(U)▲ := {X▲ | X ⊆ U},
℘(U)▽ := {X▽ | X ⊆ U}, ℘(U)△ := {X△ | X ⊆ U}.

The pairs of maps (▲, ▽) and (△, ▼) are order-preserving Galois connections on the complete
lattice (℘(U),⊆). This gives that (℘(U)▲,⊆) ∼= (℘(U)▽,⊆) and (℘(U)△,⊆) ∼= (℘(U)▼,⊆).
Because of the duality, (℘(U)▲,⊆) ∼= (℘(U)▼,⊇) and (℘(U)△,⊆) ∼= (℘(U)▽,⊇). Therefore,
we can write

(2.1) (℘(U)▲,⊆) ∼= (℘(U)▼,⊇) ∼= (℘(U)△,⊇) ∼= (℘(U)▽,⊆).

The Cartesian product ℘(U)▼ × ℘(U)▲ is a complete lattice such that

(2.2)
∧

{(Xi, Yi) | i ∈ I} =
(⋂

i∈I
Xi,

(⋂
i∈I

Yi
)▽▲)

and

(2.3)
∨

{(Xi, Yi) | i ∈ I} =
((⋃

i∈I
Xi

)△▼
,
⋃
i∈I

Yi

)
.

We denote by RS the set of all rough sets, that is,

RS := {(X▼, X▲) | X ⊆ U}.
The set RS can be ordered pointwise by

(X▼, X▲) ≤ (Y ▼, Y ▲)
def⇐⇒ X▼ ⊆ Y ▼ and X▲ ⊆ Y ▲.

It is known that RS is not always a lattice if R is a reflexive and symmetric binary relation;
see [6].
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The Dedekind–MacNeille completion of an ordered set is the smallest complete lattice
containing it. We denote the Dedekind–MacNeille completion of RS by DM(RS). D. Umadevi
[26] has proved that for any binary relation R on U ,

DM(RS) = {(A,B) ∈ ℘(U)▼ × ℘(U)▲ | A△▲ ⊆ B and A ∩ S = B ∩ S}.
Here

S := {x ∈ U | R(x) = {z} for some z ∈ U}.
The elements of S are called singletons. This means that x ∈ S if and only if |R(x)| = 1. The
meets and joins are formed in DM(RS) as in (2.2) and (2.3), respectively.

A complete subdirect product L of an indexed family of complete lattices {Li}i∈I is a
complete sublattice of the direct product

∏
i∈I Li such that the canonical projections πi are

all surjective, that is, πi(L) = Li for all i ∈ I.

Proposition 2.1. If R is a binary relation on U , then DM(RS) is a complete subdirect
product of ℘(U)▼ and ℘(U)▲.

Proof. It is clear that DM(RS) is a complete sublattice of ℘(U)▼ × ℘(U)▲, because joins and
meets are formed analogously.

The maps π1 : (X▼, Y ▲) 7→ X▼ and π2 : (X▼, Y ▲) 7→ Y ▲ are the canonical projections of
the product ℘(U)▼×℘(U)▲. Obviously, their restrictions to DM(RS) are surjective. This can
be seen, for instance, because RS ⊆ DM(RS). If X ∈ ℘(U)▼, then there is Y ⊆ U such that
X = Y ▼. Now π1(Y

▼, Y ▲) = Y ▼ = X. The proof concerning π2 is analogous. □
We end this section by presenting the following two useful lemmas.

Lemma 2.2. Let R be a binary relation on U . If (Ai, Bi)i∈I and (Cj , Dj)j∈J are subsets of
DM(RS), then∨

i∈I
(Ai, Bi) ∨

∨
j∈J

(Cj , Dj) =
((⋃

i∈I
Ai ∪

⋃
j∈J

Cj

)△▼
,
⋃
i∈I

Bi ∪
⋃
j∈J

Dj

)
Proof.∨

i∈I
(Ai, Bi) ∨

∨
j∈J

(Cj , Dj) =
((⋃

i∈I
Ai

)△▼
,
⋃

i∈I
Bi

)
∨
((⋃

j∈J
Cj

)△▼
,
⋃

j∈J
Dj

)
=

(((⋃
i∈I
Ai

)△▼ ∪
(⋃

j∈J
Cj

)△▼)△▼
,
⋃

i∈I
Bi ∪

⋃
j∈J

Dj

)
=

(((⋃
i∈I
Ai

)△▼△ ∪
(⋃

j∈J
Cj

)△▼△)▼
,
⋃

i∈I
Bi ∪

⋃
j∈J

Dj

)
=

(((⋃
i∈I
Ai

)△ ∪
(⋃

j∈J
Cj

)△)▼
,
⋃

i∈I
Bi ∪

⋃
j∈J

Dj

)
=

((⋃
i∈I
Ai ∪

⋃
j∈J

Cj

)△▼
,
⋃

i∈I
Bi ∪

⋃
j∈J

Dj

)
. □

Lemma 2.3. Let R be a reflexive relation. If (A,B) ∈ DM(RS), then

(2.4) (A,B) =
∨

{({a}△▼, {a}△▲) | a ∈ A} ∨
∨

{({b}▼, {b}▲) | b ∈ B▽}.

Proof. Using Lemma 2.2, the right side of Equation (2.4) can be written in the form:((⋃
{{a}△▼ | a ∈ A} ∪

⋃
{{b}▼ | b ∈ B▽}

)△▼
,
⋃

{{a}△▲ | a ∈ A} ∪
⋃

{{b}▲ | b ∈ B▽}
)
.

Let us denote this pair by (L,R). We prove that (A,B) = (L,R).



THE STRUCTURE OF ROUGH SETS DEFINED BY REFLEXIVE RELATIONS 5

First, we show that B = R. If a ∈ A, then {a} ⊆ A and {a}△▲ ⊆ A△▲ ⊆ B. If b ∈ B▽,
then {b}▲ ⊆ B▽▲ = B. This means that R ⊆ B.

Suppose that c ∈ B. Because B = B▽▲ =
⋃{{b}▲ | b ∈ B▽}, this means that c ∈ {b}▲ for

some b ∈ B▽. Thus, c ∈ R. We have proved that R = B.
To prove A = L, we show first that⋃

{{b}▼ | b ∈ B▽} ⊆
⋃

{{a}△▼ | a ∈ A}.

There are two possibilities: {b}▼ = ∅ and {b}▼ ̸= ∅. If {b}▼ = ∅ for some b ∈ B▽, then⋃{{b}▼ | b ∈ B▽} does not change because of this b. If {b}▼ ̸= ∅, then this means that
{b}▼ = {b} and R(b) = {b}. We have that b ∈ S. Hence, b ∈ B ∩ S = A ∩ S ⊆ A. Because
{b} = R(b) = {b}△, we have that {b}▼ = {b}△▼ belongs to {{a}△▼ | a ∈ A} and we have again
that

⋃{{b}▼ | b ∈ B▽} ⊆ ⋃{{a}△▼ | a ∈ A}. Therefore,⋃
{{a}△▼ | a ∈ A} ∪

⋃
{{b}▼ | b ∈ B▽} =

⋃
{{a}△▼ | a ∈ A}.

Let b ∈ ⋃{{a}△▼ | a ∈ A}. Then b ∈ {a}△▼ for some a ∈ A and b ∈ {a}△▼ ⊆ A△▼ = A.

Thus,
⋃{{a}△▼ | a ∈ A} ⊆ A which gives

(⋃{{a}△▼ | a ∈ A}
)△▼ ⊆ A△▼ = A. This means

that L ⊆ A.
On the other hand, if a ∈ A, then a ∈ {a} ⊆ {a}△▼. Thus,

a ∈
⋃

{{a}△▼ | a ∈ A} ⊆ (
⋃

{{a}△▼ | a ∈ A})△▼.

We have proved that A ⊆ L and also L = A. This means that equation (2.4) holds. □

3. Completely join-irreducible elements and atoms

An element j of a complete lattice L is called completely join-irreducible if j =
∨
S implies

j ∈ S for every subset S of L. Note that the least element 0 of L is not completely join-
irreducible. The set of completely join-irreducible elements of L is denoted by J (L), or simply
by J if there is no danger of confusion.

Remark 3.1. For all X ⊆ U , X△ =
⋃{{x}△ | x ∈ X}. Therefore, each completely join-

irreducible element of ℘(U)△ must be of the form {x}△ for some x ∈ U . Similarly, every
completely join-irreducible element of ℘(U)▲ must be of the form {x}▲, where x ∈ U .

Lemma 3.2. Let R be a binary relation on U . The following are equivalent for x ∈ U :

(i) {x}△ is completely join-irreducible in ℘(U)△;
(ii) If R(x) =

⋃{R(a) | a ∈ A} for some A ⊆ U , there is b ∈ A such that R(x) = R(b).

Proof. (i)⇒(ii): Suppose that {x}△ is completely join-irreducible in ℘(U)△. Let R(x) =⋃{R(a) | a ∈ A} for some A ⊆ U . Because R(c) = {c}△ for all c ∈ U , we have {x}△ =⋃
a∈A{a}△. This implies that R(x) = {x}△ = {b}△ = R(b) for some b ∈ A.

(ii)⇒(i): Let R(x) be such that (ii) holds. Assume that

{x}△ =
∨

X∈H
X△ =

⋃
X∈H

X△ =
(⋃

H
)△

for some H ⊆ ℘(U). Since {x}△ = R(x), we have

R(x) =
⋃

{R(a) | a ∈
⋃

H}.
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Because (ii) holds, we have that R(x) = R(a) for some a ∈ ⋃H. There is X ∈ H such that
a ∈ X. Hence,

{x}△ = R(x) = R(a) = {a}△ ⊆ X△ ⊆
(⋃

H
)△

= {x}△.
This means that {x}△ = X△ and {x}△ is completely join-irreducible in ℘(U)△. □
Corollary 3.3. Let R be a binary relation on U . The following are equivalent for any x ∈ U :

(i) {x}▲ is completely join-irreducible in ℘(U)▲.
(ii) If R̆(x) =

⋃{R̆(a) | a ∈ A} for some A ⊆ U , there is b ∈ A such that R̆(x) = R̆(b).

In the rest of this section, we assume that R is a reflexive binary relation on U . This
is equivalent to the fact that x ∈ R(x). Note also that this means that x ∈ S if and only
if R(x) = {x}. In addition, if x ∈ S, then {x} ⊆ {x}△▼ = R(x)▼ = {x}▼ ⊆ {x}. Thus,
R(x)▼ = {x} and, in particular, (R(x)▼, R(x)▲) = ({x}, {x}▲).

Lemma 3.4. Let R be a reflexive relation on U and s ∈ S.
(i) If s ∈ {b}▲, then b = s;

(ii) {s}▲ ∈ J (℘(U)▲);
(iii) {s} = {s}△ ∈ J (℘(U)△).

Proof. (i) As {b}▲ = R̆(b), s ∈ {b}▲ gives b ∈ R(s) = {s}, that is, b = s.
(ii) Suppose {s}▲ =

⋃
a∈A{a}▲ for some A ⊆ U . Because s ∈ {s}▲, s ∈ {a}▲ for some

a ∈ A. By (i), s = a. Thus, {x}▲ = {a}▲ and {s}▲ is completely join-irreducible in ℘(U)▲

by Corollary 3.3,
(iii) Let {s} = R(s) = {s}△ =

⋃
a∈A{a}△ for some A ⊆ U . Because the size of each {a}△

is at least one, there exists a ∈ A such that {x}△ = {a}△. □
Our next proposition shows that the completely join-irreducible elements of ℘(U)△ and

℘(U)▲ determine completely join-irreducible elements of DM(RS).

Proposition 3.5. Let R be a reflexive relation on U and x ∈ U .

(i) If x /∈ S and {x}▲ is completely join-irreducible in ℘(U)▲, then ({x}▼, {x}▲) is com-
pletely join-irreducible in DM(RS).

(ii) If {x}△ is is completely join-irreducible in ℘(U)△, then ({x}△▼, {x}△▲) is completely
join-irreducible in DM(RS).

Proof. (i) Because x /∈ S, R(x) ⊈ {x} and so {x}▼ = ∅. Thus, ({x}▼, {x}▲) = (∅, {x}▲).
Suppose that (∅, {x}▲) =

∨
i∈I(Ai, Bi) for some index set I and (Ai, Bi)i∈I ⊆ DM(RS). Since

∅ =
∨

i∈I Ai = (
⋃

i∈I Ai)
△▼ ⊇ ⋃

i∈I Ai, we have Ai = ∅ for all i ∈ I.
Now {x}▲ =

∨
Bi gives that {x}▲ = Bk for some k ∈ I by Lemma 3.2, because {x}▲

is completely join-irreducible in ℘(U)▲. Therefore, (Ak, Bk) = (∅, {x}▲) and (∅, {x}▲) is
completely join-irreducible.

(ii) Let {x}△ be completely join-irreducible in ℘(U)△. Suppose that

({x}△▼, {x}△▲) =
∨

i∈I
(Ai, Bi) =

(
(
⋃

i∈I
Ai)

△▼,
⋃

i∈I
Bi

)
.

This means that
{x}△▼ = (

⋃
i∈I
Ai)

△▼.

We obtain
{x}△ = {x}△▼△ = (

⋃
i∈I
Ai)

△▼△ = (
⋃

i∈I
Ai)

△ =
⋃

i∈I
Ai

△.
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Because {x}△ is completely join-irreducible in ℘(U)△, {x}△ = Ak
△ for some k ∈ I. This

implies {x}△▼ = Ak
△▼ = Ak. Note that Ak ∈ ℘(A)▼.

The fact Ak
△▲ ⊆ Bk implies

{x}△▲ = Ak
△▲ ⊆ Bk.

On the other hand, {x}△▲ =
⋃

i∈IBi ⊇ Bk. Thus, {x}△▲ = Bk. We have proved that
({x}△▼, {x}△▲) = (Ak, Bk), that is, ({x}△▼, {x}△▲) is completely join-irreducible. □

We can now write the following characterization of complete join-irreducible elements.

Theorem 3.6. Let R be a reflexive relation on U . The set of completely join-irreducible
elements of DM(RS) is

{({x}△▼, {x}△▲) | {x}△ is completely join-irreducible in ℘(U)△}(3.1)

∪ {({x}▼, {x}▲) | {x}▲ is completely join-irreducible in ℘(U)▲ and x /∈ S}.(3.2)

Proof. In view of Proposition 3.5, elements in sets (3.1) and (3.2) are completely join-
irreducible in DM(RS).

Conversely, assume now that (A,B) is a completely join-irreducible element in DM(RS).
Then, in view of Lemma 2.3, (i) (A,B) = ({a}△▼, {a}△▲) for some a ∈ A or (ii) (A,B) =
({b}▼, {b}▲), where b ∈ B▽ ⊆ B.

(i) Clearly, in the case (A,B) = ({a}△▼, {a}△▲) we have to prove only that {a}△ is com-
pletely join-irreducible in ℘(U)△. This can be done by using the equivalence of Lemma 3.2.
Assume that R(a) =

⋃{R(c) | c ∈ C} for some C ⊆ U . This gives that

{a}△▼ = R(a)▼ =
(⋃

{R(c) | c ∈ C}
)▼

=
(⋃

{{c}△ | c ∈ C}
)▼

=
(⋃

{{c}△▼△ | c ∈ C}
)▼

=
(⋃

{{c}△▼ | c ∈ C}
)△▼

.

Similarly,

{a}△▲ = R(a)▲ =
(⋃

{R(c) | c ∈ C}
)▲

=
⋃

{R(c)▲ | c ∈ C}

=
⋃

{{c}△▲ | c ∈ C}

This means that

({a}△▼, {a}△▲) =
((⋃

{{c}△▼ | c ∈ C}
)△▼

,
⋃

{{c}△▲ | c ∈ C}
)

=
∨{

({c}△▼, {c}△▲) | c ∈ C
}
.

Since ({a}△▼, {a}△▲) is completely join-irreducible, ({a}△▼, {a}△▲) = ({c}△▼, {c}△▲) for some
c ∈ C. Therefore, {a}△▼ = {c}△▼ and {a}△ = {a}△▼△ = {c}△▼△ = {c}△. This proves that
{a}△ is completely join-irreducible in ℘(U)△.

(ii) Suppose that (A,B) = ({b}▼, {b}▲), where b ∈ B▽. If b ∈ S, then {b}△ = R(b) = {b}
gives that ({b}▼, {b}▲) = ({b}△▼, {b}△▲). So, this case is already covered by part (i).

If b /∈ S, then (A,B) = ({b}▼, {b}▲) = (∅, {b}▲). We show that {b}▲ is completely join-

irreducible in ℘(U)▲. Suppose that R̆(b) =
⋃{R̆(d) | d ∈ D} for some D ⊆ U . Since R̆

is reflexive, we have that d ∈ R̆(d) ⊆ R̆(b) for all d ∈ D. Thus, b ∈ R(d) for each d ∈ D.
Observe that this yields d /∈ S for every d ∈ D. Indeed, d ∈ S and b ∈ R(d) would imply
b = d ∈ S, contradicting b /∈ S. Therefore, {d}▼ = ∅ for all d ∈ D.
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We can now write∨
d∈D

({d}▼, {d}▲) =
((⋃

{d}▼
)△▼

,
⋃

{d}▲
)

=
(
∅△▼,

⋃
{d}▲

)
=

(
∅,
⋃
R̆(d)

)
.

Since
⋃
R̆(d) = R̆(b) = {b}▲, we have∨

d∈D
({d}▼, {d}▲) = (∅, {b}▲).

Because (∅, {b}▲) is completely join-irreducible in DM(RS), we get (∅, {b}▲) = ({d}▼, {d}▲) =

(∅, {d}▲) for some d ∈ D. This yields R̆(b) = {b}▲ = {d}▲ = R̆(d). By Corollary 3.3, {b}▲ is
completely join-irreducible in ℘(U)▲. □

We will now present two examples. It is well-known that rough set lattice RS determined
by an equivalence is a regular double Stone algebra [3]. By Example 3.7 we can induce similar
structures also by relations which are merely reflexive. Example 3.8 shows that there are such
reflexive relations that ℘(U)△ has no join-irreducbiles.

Example 3.7. Let R be a reflexive relation on U = {1, 2, 3} such that

R(1) = {1}△ = U, R(2) = {2}△ = {2}, R(3) = {3}△ = {1, 3}.
Thus, S = {2}. Note that the relation R is not symmetric, because (1, 2) ∈ R, but (2, 1) /∈ R.
Similarly, R is not transitive, because (3, 1) ∈ R and (1, 2) ∈ R, but (3, 2) /∈ R.

Let us form the sets:

R̆(1) = {1}▲ = {1, 3}, R̆(2) = {2}▲ = {1, 2}, R̆(3) = {3}▲ = {1, 3}.
We have the complete lattices

℘(U)▲ = {∅, {1, 2}, {1, 3}, U} and ℘(U)△ = {∅, {2}, {1, 3}, U}.
The completely join-irreducible elements of these lattices are

J (℘(U)▲) = {{1, 2}, {1, 3}} and J (℘(U)△) = {{2}, {1, 3}}.
According to Theorem 3.6, the join-irreducibles of DM(RS) are

{({x}△▼, {x}△▲) | {x}△ ∈ J (℘(U)△)} = {({2}▼, {2}▲), ({1, 3}▼, {1, 3}▲)}
= {({2}, {1, 2}), ({3}, {1, 3})}.

together with

{(∅, {x}▲) | {x}▲ ∈ J (℘(U)▲) and x /∈ S} = {(∅, {1, 3})}.
The complete lattice DM(RS) is given in Figure 1. It forms a well-known regular double-

Stone algebra isomorphic to 2× 3. It can be easily verified that in this example, RS is equal
to DM(RS).

Example 3.8. Any binary relation R on U is reflexive if and only if x ∈ R(x) for all x ∈ U .
We set U = N = {1, 2, 3, . . .}. Let us define a relation R on U such that the set of completely
join-irreducible elements of ℘(U)△ will be empty. As we already noted, every completely
join-irreducible element of ℘(U)△ must be of the form R(x) for some x ∈ U .

Let us denote by [a]n the congruence class of a ∈ N modulo n, that is,

[a]n = {x ∈ N | x ≡ a (mod n)}.
We define the sets R(n) in terms of the congruence classes modulo 2⌊lgn⌋. Here ⌊x⌋ denotes
the least integer smaller or equal to x and lg x is the 2-base logarithm of x.
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({2}, U)

(U,U)

({3}, {1, 3})

(∅, ∅)

(∅, {1, 3})({2}, {1, 2})

Figure 1.

For any n ∈ N,

R(n) = [n]k, where k = 2⌊lgn⌋.

◦ If ⌊lg n⌋ = 0, then k = 20 = 1 and

R(1) = [1]1 = N.

◦ If ⌊lg n⌋ = 1, then k = 21 = 2 and

R(2) = [2]2 = {2, 4, 6, 8, 10 . . .}, R(3) = [3]2 = {1, 3, 5, 7, 9 . . .}.
◦ If ⌊lg n⌋ = 2, then k = 22 = 4 and

R(4) = [4]4 = {4, 8, 12, 16, 20 . . .}, R(5) = [5]4 = {1, 5, 9, 13, 17, . . .},
R(6) = [6]4 = {2, 6, 10, 14, 18, . . .}, R(7) = [4]4 = {3, 7, 11, 15, 19, . . .}.

◦ If ⌊lg n⌋ = 3, then k = 23 = 8 and

R(n) = [n]8 for 8 ≤ n ≤ 15.

◦ If ⌊lg n⌋ = 4, then k = 23 = 16 and

R(n) = [n]16 for 16 ≤ n ≤ 31.

The idea is that each R(n) is divided into two by taking every second element. If n is even,
R(n) is split into R(2n) and R(2n + 2). If n is odd, then R(n) will we split into R(2n − 1)
and R(2n + 1). Because each R(n) can be always partitioned into two, there cannot be
join-irreducible elements in ℘(U)△.

Let L be a lattice with the least element 0. An element a is an atom of L if it covers 0,
that is, 0 ≺ a.

Proposition 3.9. If R is a reflexive relation on U , the set of the atoms of DM(RS) is

(3.3) {({x}▼, {x}▲) | {x}▲ is an atom in ℘(U)▲}.
Proof. First, we prove that all elements of (3.3) are atoms in DM(RS). Assume that (A,B) ∈
DM(RS) and (∅, ∅) < (A,B) ≤ ({x}▼, {x}▲). First note that B ̸= ∅, because A ⊆ B. Let x
be such that {x}▲ is an atom in ℘(U)▲. Now ∅ < B ≤ {x}▲ gives B = {x}▲ as {x}▲ is an
atom of ℘(U)▲. If x /∈ S, then A ⊆ {x}▼ = ∅ gives A = ∅. Hence, (A,B) = (∅, {x}▲), which
proves that ({x}▼, {x}▲) = (∅, {x}▲) is an atom of DM(RS). If x ∈ S, then ({x}▼, {x}▲) =
({x}, {x}▲). Now, by the definition of DM(RS), x ∈ B ∩ S = A ∩ S. Thus, x ∈ A ⊆ {x} and
A = {x}. This proves that ({x}▼, {x}▲) = ({x}, {x}▲) is an atom of DM(RS).
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Conversely, suppose that (A,B) is an atom of DM(RS). We are going to show that (A,B)
belongs to the set (3.3). Observe first that for any x ∈ U and ∅ ≠ C ∈ ℘(U)▲, C ⊂ {x}▲
yields that there exists z /∈ S with {z}▲ ⊂ {x}▲. Indeed, since C = Z▲ for some ∅ ≠ Z ⊆ U ,

there is z ∈ Z with {z}▲ ⊆ Z▲ = C ⊆ {x}▲. Now, z ∈ {z}▲ ⊂ {x}▲ = R̆(x) implies x ∈ R(z).
If we assume that z ∈ S, then x ∈ R(z) = {z} gives x = z and {x}▲ = {z}▲, a contradiction.
Hence, z /∈ S.

Since atoms are completely join-irreducible elements, according to Theorem 3.6, (A,B)
must be of the form

(A) (∅, {x}▲) = ({x}▼, {x}▲), where x /∈ S and {x}▲ ∈ J (℘(U)▲)

or

(B) ({x}△▼, {x}△▲),where {x}△ ∈ J (℘(U)△).

In case (A), take any C ∈ ℘(U)▲ with ∅ ⊂ C ⊆ {x}▲. If C ̸= {x}▲, then, by the above,
there exists z /∈ S such that {z}▲ ⊂ {x}▲. Now, (∅, {z}▲) = ({z}▼, {z}▲) belongs to DM(RS)
and (∅, ∅) ⊂ (∅, {z}▲) < (∅, {x}▲) = (A,B). This is a contradiction, because (A,B) is an
atom of DM(RS). Thus, we must have that C = {x}▲, which proves that {x}▲ is an atom of
℘(U)▲.

In case (B), observe that x ∈ S is necessary. Indeed, if x /∈ S, then {x} ⊆ {x}△ and
{x}▼ = ∅ would imply (∅, ∅) ̸= ({x}▼, {x}▲) = (∅, {x}▲) < ({x}△▼, {x}△▲). As (A,B) =
({x}△▼, {x}△▲) is an atom of DM(RS), we have a contradiction. Hence, x ∈ S and (A,B) =
({x}△▼, {x}△▲) = ({x}, {x}▲).

Let C ∈ ℘(U)▲ be such that ∅ ⊂ C ⊆ {x}▲. If C ̸= {x}▲, then there is z /∈ S with
{z}▲ ⊂ {x}▲, as we noted above. Now z /∈ S yields ({z}▼, {z}▲) = (∅, {z}▲) < ({x}, {x}▲).
This contradicts with the assumption that (A,B) = ({x}, {x}▲) is an atom of DM(RS). Thus,
we get C = {x}▲, proving that {x}▲ is an atom of ℘(U)▲. □

A lattice L with 0 is called atomic, if for any x ̸= 0 there exists an atom a ≤ x. Because there
can be reflexive relations R on U such that the set of completely join-irreducible elements of
℘(U)▲ is empty, the set of the atoms of DM(RS) can also be empty in view of Proposition 3.9.
So, DM(RS) is not necessarily atomic.

4. On complete distributivity

A complete lattice L is completely distributive if for any doubly indexed subset {xi, j}i∈I, j∈J
of L, we have ∧

i∈I

( ∨
j∈J

xi, j

)
=

∨
f : I→J

(∧
i∈I

xi, f(i)

)
,

that is, any meet of joins may be converted into the join of all possible elements obtained by
taking the meet over i ∈ I of elements xi, k, where k depends on i.

Proposition 4.1. Let R be any binary relation on U . The following are equivalent:

(i) DM(RS) is completely distributive;
(ii) Any of ℘(U)▲, ℘(U)▼, ℘(U)△, ℘(U)▽ is completely distributive.

Proof. (i)⇒(ii): Suppose DM(RS) is completely distributive. Since ℘(U)▼ is the image of
DM(RS) under the complete lattice-homomorphism π1, it is completely distributive. Because
of the isomorphisms (2.1), so are ℘(U)▲, ℘(U)△, ℘(U)▽
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(ii)⇒(i): Suppose that (ii) holds. Then, ℘(U)▼ and ℘(U)▲ are completely distributive because
of the isomorphisms (2.1). The direct product of completely distributive lattices is completely
distributive. Therefore, ℘(U)▼ × ℘(U)▲ is completely distributive. Because DM(RS) is a
complete sublattice of ℘(U)▼ × ℘(U)▲, it is completely distributive. □

A complete lattice L is spatial if each element is a join of completely join-irreducible
elements, that is, for all x ∈ L,

x =
∨

{j ∈ J | j ≤ x}.

It is well known that every finite lattice is spatial; see [4], for instance.

Remark 4.2. (a) Alexandroff topologies are topologies which are closed under arbitrary in-
tersections. If T is an Alexandroff topology on U , then (T ,⊆) forms a complete lattice such
that

∨H =
⋃H and

∧H =
⋂H for H ⊆ T . The least and the greatest elements are ∅ and

U . This lattice is known to be completely distributive.
For any x ∈ U , the set

NT (x) =
⋂

{X ∈ T | x ∈ X}
is the smallest set in T containing x. The set NT (x) is called the neighbourhood of x. The
set of the completely join-irreducibles of T is {NT (x) | x ∈ U}. The lattice T is known to be
spatial.

(b) Let R be a binary relation on U . Since for any X ⊆ U , X▲ = {{x}▲ | x ∈ X}, we have
that ℘(U)▲ is spatial if and only if each {x}▲ is a join of some completely join-irreducible
elements of ℘(U)▲. Similarly, ℘(U)△ is spatial if and only if each {x}△ is a join of some
completely join-irreducible elements of ℘(U)△.

Example 4.3. (a) As we show in Example 3.8, the set of completely join-irreducibles of
℘(U)△ can be empty. In such a case, ℘(U)△ cannot be spatial.

(b) It is known that ℘(U)▼, ℘(U)▲, ℘(U)▽, ℘(U)△ form Alexandroff topologies when R is a
quasiorder. In addition, ℘(U)▼ = ℘(U)△ and ℘(U)▽ = ℘(U)▲.

Proposition 4.4. Let R be a reflexive relation on U . Then, the following assertions are
equivalent:

(i) DM(RS) is spatial;
(ii) ℘(U)▲ and ℘(U)△ are spatial.

Proof. (i)⇒(ii). Assume that DM(RS) is spatial. To prove that ℘(U)▲ is spacial it is enough
to show that for any y ∈ U , {y}▲ is a union of some completely join-irreducible elements of
℘(U)▲, as noted in Remark 4.2.

In view of Lemma 3.4(ii), this obviously holds for any y ∈ S. Let y /∈ S. Since now
(∅, {y}▲) = ({y}▼, {y}▲) ∈ RS ⊆ DM(RS), (i) means that (∅, {y}▲) is the join of some
(Ai, Bi)i∈I ⊆ J (DM(RS)), that is,

(4.1) (∅, {y}▲) =
((⋃

{Ai}i∈I
)△▼

,
⋃

{Bi}i∈I
)

Then Ai ⊆ Ai
△▼ ⊆ (

⋃{Ai}i∈I)△▼ = ∅ yields Ai = ∅ for all i ∈ I. In view of Theorem 3.6,
every completely join-irreducible element (Ai, Bi) = (∅, Bi) of DM(RS) equals (∅, {zi}▲),
where zi /∈ S and {zi}▲ is completely join-irreducible in ℘(U)▲. Then, (4.1) implies {y}▲ =⋃

i∈I{zi}▲. This proves that ℘(U)▲ is spatial.



12 JOUNI JÄRVINEN AND SÁNDOR RADELECZKI

In order to prove that ℘(U)△ is spatial, it is enough to show that any {x}△ is a union of some
completely join-irreducible elements of ℘(U)△. Clearly, ({x}△▼, {x}△▲) ∈ RS ⊆ DM(RS).
Hence, there are sets Y,Z ⊆ U such that

(4.2) ({x}△▼, {x}△▲) =
(∨

{({y}△▼, {y}△▲) | y ∈ Y }
)
∨
(∨

{(∅, {z}▲) | z ∈ Z}
)

with {y}△ ∈ J (℘(U)△) for any y ∈ Y , {z}▲ ∈ J (℘(U)▲), and z /∈ S for each z ∈ Z. Then,
{x}△▼ = (

⋃{{y}△▼ | y ∈ U})△▼ implies

{x}△ = {x}△▼△ =
(⋃

{{y}△▼ | y ∈ U}
)△▼△

=
(⋃

{{y}△▼ | y ∈ U}
)△

=⋃
{{y}△▼△ | y ∈ U} =

⋃
{{y}△ | y ∈ U}.

This means that also ℘(U)△ is spatial.
(ii)⇒(i). Assume that (ii) holds. Then, in view of Lemma 2.3, to prove that DM(RS) is

spatial, it is enough to show that the following elements are the joins of some completely
join-irreducible elements of DM(RS):

(a) elements ({a}△▼, {a}△▲) for any a ∈ U ;
(b) elements ({b}▼, {b}▲) for any b ∈ U .

Case (a): Since ℘(U)△ is spatial, there exists a set X ⊆ U such that for all x ∈ X
{x}△ ∈ J (℘(U)△) and {a}△ =

⋃{{x}△ | x ∈ X}. Now ({x}△▼, {x}▽▲) belongs to J (DM(RS))
for each x ∈ X. Furthermore,

{a}△▲ =
⋃

{{x}△▲ | x ∈ X},
and

{a}△▼ = (
⋃

{{x}△ | x ∈ X})▼ = (
⋃

{{x}△▼△ | x ∈ X})▼ = (
⋃

{{x}△▼ | x ∈ X})△▼.

Hence, we obtain:

({a}△▼, {a}△▲) = ((
⋃

{{x}△▼ | x ∈ X})△▼,
⋃

{{x}△▲ | x ∈ X})

=
∨

{({x}△▼, {x}△▼) | x ∈ X}.
Case (b): If b ∈ S, then {b}△ = R(b) = {b}. Hence, ({b}▼, {b}▲) = ({b}△▼, {b}△▲) and this

subcase is covered by (a). Suppose that b /∈ S. Then, ({b}▼, {b}▲) = (∅, {b}▲). In view of our
assumption, {b}▲ is a union of some completely join-irreducible elements of ℘(U)▲, that is,
{b}▲ =

⋃{{y}▲ | y ∈ Y } for some Y ⊆ U . Observe that any y /∈ S. Indeed, for each y ∈ Y ,
y ∈ {y}▲ ⊆ {b}▲. In view of Lemma 3.4(i), y ∈ S would imply b = y ∈ S, a contradiction to
our hypothesis. Thus, (∅, {y}▲) = ({y}▼, {y}▲) ∈ RS ⊆ DM(RS) for each y ∈ Y , and

({b}▼, {b}▲) = (∅, {b}▲) =
∨

{(∅, {y}▲) | y ∈ Y }.
By Theorem Theorem 3.6, for each y ∈ Y , the pair (∅, {y}▲) is a completely join-irreducible
element of DM(RS). So, our proof is completed. □

Note that since the pair (▲, ▽) forms an order-preserving Galois connection on (℘(U),⊆),
the complete lattices (℘(U)▲,⊆) and (℘(U)▽,⊆) are isomorphic by the map X▲ 7→ X▲▽.
Therefore, ℘(U)▲ is spatial if and only if ℘(U)▽ is spatial. Similar observation holds between
℘(U)△ and (℘(U)▼.

An element p of a complete lattice L is said to be completely join-prime if for every X ⊆ L,
p ≤ ∨

X implies p ≤ x for some x ∈ X. Note that in a complete lattice L, each completely
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join-prime element is completely join-irreducible. This can be seen by assuming that p is
completely join-prime. If p =

∨
S for some S ⊆ L, then p ≤ ∨

S gives that p ≤ x for some
x ∈ S. On the other hand, p ≥ s for all s ∈ S. Therefore, p = x and x is join-irreducible.
The converse does not always hold, as we can see in our following example. However, if L is
a completely distributive lattice, then the set of completely join-prime and completely join-
irreducible elements coincide [1]. Note also that 0 is not completely join-prime. We denote
by Jp(L) the set of all completely join-prime elements of L.

Example 4.5. Let R be a tolerance on U = {1, 2, 3, 4} such that R(1) = {1, 2}, R(2) =
{1, 2, 3}, R(3) = {2, 3, 4}, and R(4) = {3, 4}. Now

℘(U)▲ = ℘(U)△ = {∅, {1, 2}, {1, 2, 3}, {2, 3, 4}, {3, 4}, U}.

This forms a nondistributive lattice, because it contains N5 as a sublattice. Its com-
pletely join-irreducible elements are {1, 2}, {1, 2, 3}, {2, 3, 4}, and {3, 4}. The completely
join-irreducible elements {1, 2, 3} and {2, 3, 4} are not completely join-prime. For instance,
{1, 2, 3} ⊆ {1, 2} ∪ {3, 4}, but {1, 2, 3} ⊈ {1, 2} and {1, 2, 3} ⊈ {3, 4}.

Lemma 4.6. Let R be a binary relation on U .

(i) Jp(℘(U)△) = {R(x) | (∀X ⊆ U)R(x) ⊆ X△ =⇒ (∃y ∈ X)R(x) ⊆ R(y)};
(ii) Jp(℘(U)▲) = {R̆(x) | (∀X ⊆ U) R̆(x) ⊆ X▲ =⇒ (∃y ∈ X) R̆(x) ⊆ R̆(y)}.

Proof. (⊆) Because each completely join-prime element is completely join-irreducible, each
completely join-prime element of ℘(U)△ must be of the form R(x) for some x ∈ U , as men-
tioned in Remark 3.1. So, if R(x) is completely join-prime in ℘(U)△, then R(x) ⊆ X△ =∨{{y}△ | y ∈ X} =

⋃{{y}△ | y ∈ X} implies that {x}△ ⊆ {y}△ = R(x) for some y ∈ X.

(⊇) Assume that for all X ⊆ U , R(x) ⊆ X△ implies R(x) ⊆ R(y) for some y ∈ X. We prove
that R(x) is completely join-prime in ℘(U)▲. Suppose that for some H ⊆ ℘(U),

R(x) ⊆
∨

{X△ | X ∈ H} =
⋃

{X△ | X ∈ H} =
(⋃

H
)△
.

Hence, R(x) ⊆ R(y) for some y ∈ ⋃H. This means that there is X ∈ H such that y ∈ X and
R(x) ⊆ R(y) ⊆ X△. Therefore, R(x) is completely join-prime in ℘(U)△.

The proof for claim (ii) is similar. □

Our following lemma uses some existing results from the literature to characterize when
℘(U)△ is spatial and completely distributive.

Lemma 4.7. Let R be a binary relation on U . Then ℘(U)△ is spatial and completely dis-
tributive if and only if any R(x) is a union of such sets R(y) that are completely join-prime
in ℘(U)△.

Proof. Assume that any R(x) is a union of such sets R(y) that are completely join-prime. Let
X ⊆ U . Because X△ =

⋃{R(x) | x ∈ X}, we have that X△ is a union of such sets R(x) sets
that are completely join-prime elements. By [25, Theorem 2] this is equivalent to the fact
that ℘(U)△ is isomorphic to an Alexandroff topology. So, ℘(U)△ is completely distributive
and spatial.

On the other hand, let ℘(U)△ be completely distributive and spatial. Because ℘(U)△ is
spatial, each element of R(x) = {x}△ can be written as a union of completely join-irreducible
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elements. As we have noted, in ℘(U)△, the completely join-irreducibles are of the form R(y)
for some y ∈ U . This implies that

R(x) =
⋃

{R(y) | R(y) ⊆ R(x) and R(y) is completely join-irreducible in ℘(U)△}.
Because ℘(U)△ is completely distributive, completely join-prime and completely join-
irreducible elements coincide. Therefore,

R(x) =
⋃

{R(y) | R(y) ⊆ R(x) and R(y) is completely join-prime in ℘(U)△}. □

We end this section by introducing the notion of the core of R(x). We begin by presenting
the following lemma.

Lemma 4.8. Let R be a binary relation on U and x ∈ U . The following are equivalent:

(i) R(x) is completely join-prime in ℘(U)△;
(ii) R(x) ⊈

⋃{R(y) | R(x) ⊈ R(y)};
(iii) There exists w ∈ R(x) such that w ∈ R(y) implies R(x) ⊆ R(y).

Proof. (i)⇒(ii): Suppose R(x) ⊆ ⋃{R(y) | R(x) ⊈ R(y)}. Because R(x) is completely join-
prime in ℘(U)△, we have that R(x) ⊆ R(y) for some y ∈ U with R(x) ⊈ R(y), a contradiction.
Thus, (ii) holds.

(ii)⇒(iii): Suppose that (ii) holds. There is w ∈ R(x) such that w /∈ ⋃{R(y) | R(x) ⊈
R(y)}. Therefore, for all y ∈ U , R(x) ⊈ R(y) implies w /∈ R(y). Thus, w ∈ R(y) implies
R(x) ⊆ R(y), that is, (iii) holds.

(iii)⇒(i). Suppose that R(x) = {x}△ ⊆ X△ for some X ⊆ U . Assume that (iii) holds.
Then, there exists w ∈ R(x) such that R(x) ⊆ R(y) for all R(y) containing w. Because
X△ =

⋃{{x}△ | x ∈ X} and w ∈ R(x) ⊆ X△, there is y ∈ X such that w ∈ R(y).
Because R(y) contains w, R(x) ⊆ R(y). Hence, R(x) is completely join-prime in ℘(U)△ by
Lemma 4.6. □

Let R be a binary relation on U and x ∈ U . The core of R(x) is defined by

(4.3) coreR(x) := {w ∈ R(x) | w ∈ R(y) implies R(x) ⊆ R(y)}.
We define the core of R̆(x) by writing R̆(x) instead of R(x) in (4.3). Our following lemma is
clear by Lemma 4.8.

Lemma 4.9. Let R be a binary relation on U .

(i) Jp(℘(U)△) = {R(x) | coreR(x) ̸= ∅};
(ii) Jp(℘(U)▲) = {R̆(x) | coreR̆(x) ̸= ∅}.

Example 4.10. Let U = {1, 2, 3, 4} and let the relation R be such that

R(1) = {1, 2}, R(2) = {1, 2, 3}, R(3) = {3}, R(4) = {1, 3, 4}.
The relation R is reflexive. It is not symmetric, because (2, 3) ∈ R, but (3, 2) /∈ R. The
relation is not transitive, because (1, 2) and (2, 3) belong to R, but (1, 3) is not in R.

The lattices ℘(U)△ and ℘(U)▲ are depicted in Figure 2. They are (completely) distributive.
The elements R(1), R(3), and R(4) are completely join-irreducible and completely join-prime

in ℘(U)△. Similarly, R̆(2), R̆(3), and R̆(4) are completely join-irreducible and completely
join-prime in ℘(U)▲.
We have now that

coreR(1) = {2}, coreR(2) = ∅, coreR(3) = {3}, coreR(4) = {4};
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∅∅

U U

R(1) = {1, 2}

R(4) = {1, 3, 4} R(2) = {1, 2, 3}

R(3) = {3} R̆(2) = {1, 2}

R̆(1) = {1, 2, 4}

R̆(4) = {4}

R̆(3) = {2, 3, 4}

℘(U)△ ℘(U)N

Figure 2.

and
coreR̆(1) = ∅, coreR̆(2) = {1}, coreR̆(3) = {3}, coreR̆(4) = {4}.

Note that 1 /∈ coreR(1). This is because 1 ∈ R(4), but R(1) ⊈ R(4). This means that there
are such elements x that x /∈ coreR(x) even coreR(x) ̸= ∅ and ℘(U)△ is completely distributive

and spatial. Similarly, 2 /∈ coreR̆(2) concerning the inverse of R.

We end this section by presenting a characterization of the case DM(RS) is completely
disctributive and spatial in terms of cores. The result is obvious by Propositions 4.1 and 4.4,
and Lemmas 4.7 and 4.9.

Corollary 4.11. Let R be a binary relation on U . DM(RS) is spatial and completely dis-
tributive if and only if the following equations hold for each x ∈ U :

(i) R(x) =
⋃{R(y) | R(y) ⊆ R(x) and coreR(y) ̸= ∅};

(ii) R̆(x) =
⋃{R̆(y) | R̆(y) ⊆ R̆(x) and coreR̆(y) ̸= ∅}.

Note also that spatial and completely distributive lattices are isomorphic to some Alexan-
droff topologies; see [4].

In the following lemma, we present some useful properties of the cores. Similar facts can
be proved also for coreR̆(x) by interchanging R(x) and R̆(x). Note that the inverse of R̆ is R
again.

Lemma 4.12. Let R be a binary relation on U .

(i) R(x) = R(y) implies coreR(x) = coreR(y).

(ii) w ∈ coreR(x) if and only if w ∈ R(x) and R̆(w) ⊆ R̆(z) for all z ∈ R(x).

(iii) If y1, y2 ∈ coreR(x), then R̆(y1) = R̆(y2).

(iv) If y ∈ coreR(x), then x ∈ coreR̆(y).
(v) If R is reflexive, then y ∈ coreR(x) implies R(x) ⊆ R(y).

Proof. (i) If R(x) = R(y), then by the definition of the core, w ∈ coreR(x) implies w ∈
coreR(y). Conversely, w ∈ coreR(y) implies w ∈ coreR(x). Hence, coreR(x) = coreR(y).

(ii) If w ∈ coreR(x), then w ∈ R(x) and R(x) ⊆ R(y) for all y with w ∈ R(y). Let

z ∈ R(x). If y ∈ R̆(w), then w ∈ R(y) and z ∈ R(x) ⊆ R(y), that is, y ∈ R̆(z). This means

that R̆(w) ⊆ R̆(z) for any z ∈ R(x).

Conversely, assume that w ∈ R(x) and R̆(w) ⊆ R̆(z) for all z ∈ R(x). Let w ∈ R(y) for

some y ∈ U . Then, y ∈ R̆(w) ⊆ R̆(z) for all z ∈ R(x). Hence, z ∈ R(y) for all z ∈ R(x), that
is, R(x) ⊆ R(y). This means that w ∈ coreR(x).
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(iii) Since y1, y2 ∈ coreR(x) ⊆ R(x), we have R̆(y1) ⊆ R̆(y2) and R̆(y2) ⊆ R̆(y1) by (iii).

Hence, R̆(y1) = R̆(y2).

(iv) Assume that y ∈ coreR(x). To prove that x ∈ coreR̆(y), we need to show that

R̆(y) ⊆ R̆(z) for all R̆(z) such that x ∈ R̆(z). For this, let z be such that x ∈ R̆(z). Now

y ∈ coreR(x) implies R̆(y) ⊆ R̆(z) by (ii) since z ∈ R(x).
(v) Let R be reflexive. If y ∈ coreR(x), then y ∈ R(y) implies R(x) ⊆ R(y) by the definition

of the core. □

Let us define a pair of mappings between Jp(℘(U)△) and Jp(℘(U)▲) by setting:

φ : Jp(℘(U)△) → Jp(℘(U)▲), R(x) 7→ R̆(wx),where wx ∈ coreR(x)

and

ψ : Jp(℘(U)▲) → Jp(℘(U)△), R̆(y) 7→ R(wy),where wy ∈ coreR̆(y).

Lemma 4.13. Let R be a binary relation on U .

(i) The maps φ and ϕ are well-defined.
(ii) The maps φ and ψ are ⊆-reversing.

(iii) The maps φ and ψ are inverses of each other.

Proof. (i) If R(x) ∈ Jp(℘(U)△), coreR(x) has at least one element wx ∈ coreR(x). By

Lemma 4.12(iv), wx ∈ coreR(x) implies x ∈ coreR̆(wx). Thus, coreŘ(wx) ̸= ∅. Hence, φ(R(x))
exists and belongs to Jp(℘(U)▲). For any w1, w2 ∈ coreR(x), we have Ř(w1) = Ř(w2) by
Lemma 4.12(iii). Thus, the element φ(R(x)) is unique, and φ is well defined.

That ψ is well-defined map can be proved analogously.
(ii) Take any R(x1), R(x2) ∈ Jp(℘(U)△) such that R(x1) ⊆ R(x2). We prove that

φ(R(x1)) ⊇ φ(R(x2)). By definition, φ(R(x1)) = R̆(w1), where w1 ∈ coreR(x1) and

φ(R(x2)) = R̆(w2), where w2 ∈ coreR(x2).

Let y ∈ R̆(w2). Then w2 ∈ R(y) and w2 ∈ coreR(x2) imply R(x2) ⊆ R(y). This means

that w1 ∈ coreR(x1) ⊆ R(x1) ⊆ R(x2) ⊆ R(y). This yields y ∈ R̆(w1). We have proved

R̆(w2) ⊆ R̆(x2), that is, φ(R(x1)) ⊇ φ(R(x1)).
That ϕ is order-reversing can be proved in a similar manner.
(iii) ) Assume R(x) ∈ Jp(℘(U)△. Then, coreR(x) ̸= ∅ and φ(R(x)) = R̆(wx) for some wx ∈

coreR(x). We have that x ∈ coreR̆(wx) and so ψ(R̆(wx)) = R(x). Therefore, ψ(φ(R(x))) =
R(x).

Analogously, we can show that φ(ψ(R̆(y))) = R̆(y) for each R̆(y) ∈ Jp(℘(U)▲). Therefore,
we have proved that φ and ψ are inverses of each other □

Proposition 4.14. If R is a binary relation on U , then

(Jp(℘(U)△),⊆) ∼= (Jp(℘(U)▲),⊇).

Proof. The result follows from Lemma 4.13. Since φ and ψ are inverses of each other,
they are bijections. Because φ is a bijective order-preserving map from (Jp(℘(U)△),⊆) to
(Jp(℘(U)▲),⊇) with an order-preserving inverse ψ, it is an order isomorphism. The same
holds for ψ. □
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5. Nelson algebras defined on DM(RS)

A De Morgan algebra (L,∨,∧,∼, 0, 1) is an algebra such that (L,∨,∧, 0, 1) is a bounded
distributive lattice and the negation ∼ satisfies the double negation law

∼∼x = x,

and the two De Morgan laws

∼(x ∨ y) = ∼x ∧ ∼y and ∼(x ∧ y) = ∼x ∨ ∼y.
Note that this means that ∼ is an order-isomorphism between (L,≤) and (L,≥).

We say that a De Morgan algebra is completely distributive if its underlying lattice is
completely distributive. Let (L,∨,∧,∼, 0, 1) be a completely distributive De Morgan algebra.
We define for any j ∈ J the element

(5.1) g(j) =
∧

{x ∈ L | x ≰ ∼j}.
This g(j) ∈ J is the least element which is not below ∼j. The function g : J → J satisfies
the conditions:

(J1) if x ≤ y, then g(x) ≥ g(y);
(J2) g(g(x)) = x.

In fact, (J ,≤) is self-dual by the map g. For studies on the properties of the map g, see
[2, 8, 19], for example.

A Kleene algebra is a De Morgan algebra satisfying inequality

(K) x ∧ ∼x ≤ y ∨ ∼y.
Let (L,∨,∧,∼, 0, 1) be a completely distributive Kleene algebra. Then, j and g(j) are com-
parable for any j ∈ J , that is,

(J3) g(j) ≤ j or j ≤ g(j).

We may define three disjoint sets:

J − = {j ∈ J | j < g(j)};

J ◦ = {j ∈ J | j = g(j)};

J + = {j ∈ J | j > g(j)}.
Lemma 5.1. Let (L,∨,∧,∼, 0, 1) be a completely distributive Kleene algebra.

(i) j ∈ J − ⇐⇒ g(j) ∈ J +;
(ii) J − = {j ∈ J | j ≤ ∼j}.

Proof. (i) Suppose j ∈ J −. Then, j < g(j) and g(j) > g(g(j)) = j, that is, g(j) ∈ J +. The
other direction may be proved similarly.

(ii) If j ∈ J is such that j ≰ ∼j, then g(j) ≤ j, because g(j) is the least element which is
not below j. If j ∈ J −, then j < g(j). Therefore, g(j) ≰ j and we must have j ≤ ∼j. Thus,
J − ⊆ {j ∈ J | j ≤ ∼j};

On the other, if j ≤ ∼j, then g(j) ≤ j is not possible. Therefore, g(j) > j and j ∈ J −. □
Our following proposition is clear by [13, Lemma 2.1].

Proposition 5.2. If R is a reflexive relation such that DM(RS) is a distributive lattice, then

(DM(RS),∨,∧,∼, (∅, ∅), (U,U))

is a Kleene algebra in which ∼(A,B) = (Bc, Ac) for all (A,B) ∈ DM(RS).
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We will next describe the sets J −, J ◦, and J + in the case DM(RS) forms a completely
distributive lattice.

Proposition 5.3. Let R be a reflexive relation on U such that DM(RS) is completely dis-
tributive. Then, the following assertions hold:

(i) J − = {(∅, {x}▲) | {x}▲ ∈ J (℘(U)▲) and x /∈ S}.
(ii) If (∅, {x}▲) ∈ J −, then g(∅, {x}▲) = ({z}△▼, {z}△▲) for any z ∈ coreR̆(x), z /∈ S, and

{z}△ is completely join-irreducible in ℘(U)△.

(iii) J + = {({x}△▼, {x}△▲) | {x}△ ∈ J (℘(U)△) and x /∈ S};
(iv) J ◦ = {({x}, {x}▲) | x ∈ S}.

Proof. (i) Let j = (A,B) ∈ J −. Then, by Lemma 5.1(ii), j ≤ ∼j and

j = j ∧ ∼j = (A,B) ∧ (Bc, Ac) = (A ∩Bc, (B ∩Ac)▽▲) = (∅, (B \A)△▼),

because A ⊆ B. In view of Theorem 3.6, this implies that j = (∅, {x}▲) for some x /∈ S such
that {x}▲ is completely join-irreducible in ℘(U)▲.

Conversely, if j = (∅, {x}▲), where {x}▲ is completely join-irreducible in ℘(U)▲ and x /∈ S,
then j ∈ J by Proposition 3.5. We have ∼j = (U \ {x}▲, U) and j ≤ ∼j. We obtain j ∈ J −

by Lemma 5.1(ii).
(ii) As (∅, {x}▲) ∈ J −, Theorem 3.6 gives x /∈ S. Lemma 5.1(i) yields that g(∅, {x}▲) ∈ J +.

Therefore, in view of Theorem 3.6, we get g(∅, {x}▲) = ({z}△▼, {z}△▲) for some z ∈ U . We

will show that z ∈ coreR̆(x), z /∈ S, and {z}△ is completely join-irreducible in ℘(U)△.

Let us observe that for any a ∈ U , {a}△▼ ∩ {x}▲ ̸= ∅ is equivalent to a ∈ {x}▲ = R̆(x).
This can be seen as follows. Since a ∈ {a}△▼, a ∈ {x}▲ implies {a}△▼∩{x}▲ ̸= ∅. Conversely,

{a}△▼ ∩ {x}▲ ̸= ∅ implies that there exists b ∈ {a}△▼ ∩ R̆(x). Thus, x ∈ R(b). Because

b ∈ {a}△▼, we have R(b) ⊆ {a}△ = R(a). We have x ∈ R(a) and a ∈ R̆(x) = {x}▲.
Because g(j) ≰ ∼j, we get ({z}△▼, {z}△▲) ≰ (U \{x}▲, U)}, which is equivalent to {z}△▼∩

{x}▲ ̸= ∅. Hence z ∈ R̆(x) = {x}▲. Let a ∈ R̆(x). Then {a}△▼ ∩ {x}▲ ̸= ∅ holds. We have
{a}△▼ ⊈ {x}▲c and

({a}△▼, {a}△▲) ≰ ({x}▲c, U) = ∼(∅, {x}▲).

Because g(∅, {x}▲) is the least completely join-irreducible element which is not below
∼(∅, {x}▲), we have that ({z}△▼, {z}△▲) ≤ ({a}△▼, {a}△▲). Then {z}△▼ ⊆ {a}△▼ yields

R(z) = {z}△ = {z}△▼△ ⊆ {a}△▼△ = {a}△ = R(a).

Summarising, we obtained that z ∈ R̆(x) and R(z) ⊆ R(a) for all a ∈ R̆(x). If we replace R

with R̆ in Lemma 4.12(ii), we get z ∈ coreR̆(x). Since x ∈ R(z), z cannot be in S. Indeed,
z ∈ S would imply x = z contradicting x /∈ S.

Because (∅, {x}▲) is completely join-irreducible, {x}▲ is completely join-irreducible and

completely join-prime in ℘(U)▲. Since z ∈ coreR̆(x), then, by Lemma 4.12(iv), x ∈ coreR(z).
Since the core of R(z) is nonempty, we have that R(z) = {z}△ is completely join-irreducible
in ℘(U)△.

(iii) Let j ∈ J +. Then, by Lemma 5.1, g(j) ∈ J −. By (i), g(j) = (∅, {x}▲) for some
x /∈ S such that {x}▲ is completely join-irreducible in ℘(U)▲. In view of (ii), we obtain
j = g(g(j)) = ({z}△▼, {z}△▲) for some z /∈ S such that {z}△ is completely join-irreducible in
℘(U)△.
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(iv) Since j = g(j), we have j /∈ J −. This means that j = ({x}△▼, {x}△▲), where {x}△
is completely join-irreducible in ℘(U)△. Because j /∈ J +, we must have x ∈ S and R(x) =
{x}△ = {x}. Now {x}△▼ = {x}▼ = {x} and {x}△▲ = {x}▲. □

A Heyting algebra L is a bounded lattice such that for all a, b ∈ L, there is a greatest
element x ∈ L such that

a ∧ x ≤ b.

This element x is the relative pseudocomplement of a with respect to b, and it is denoted
by a ⇒ b. It is well known that any completely distributive lattice L determines a Heyting
algebra (L,∨,∧,⇒, 0, 1).

According to R. Cignoli [2], a quasi-Nelson algebra is a Kleene algebra (L,∨,∧,∼, 0, 1) such
that for all a, b ∈ A, the weak relative pseudocomplement of a with respect to b

(5.2) a→ b := a⇒ (∼a ∨ b)
exists. This means that every Kleene algebra whose underlying lattice is a Heyting algebra
forms a quasi-Nelson algebra. In particular, any Kleene algebra defined on a completely
distributive lattice is a quasi-Nelson algebra. Thus, Propositions 4.1 and 5.2 have the following
corollary.

Corollary 5.4. Let R be a reflexive relation on U . DM(RS) forms a quasi-Nelson algebra if
and only if any of ℘(U)▲, ℘(U)▼, ℘(U)△, ℘(U)▽ is completely distributive.

Let (L,∨,∧,∼, 0, 1) be a completely distributive Kleene algebra. We say that the set J of
its completely join-irreducible elements satisfies the interpolation property if for any p, q ∈ J
such that p, q ≤ g(p), g(q), there is k ∈ J such that

p, q ≤ k ≤ g(p), g(q).

An element a of a complete lattice L is called compact if a ≤ ∨
X for some X ⊆ L implies

that a ≤ X• for some finite subset X• ⊆ X. A complete lattice is algebraic if its every
element x is the supremum of the compact elements below x. By [4, Theorem 10.29], a
completely distributive and spatial lattice is algebraic. In [8, Proposition 3.5] we proved that
if (L,∨,∧,∼, 0, 1) is a Kleene algebra defined on an algebraic lattice, then (L,∨,∧,→,∼, 0, 1)
is a Nelson algebra, where the operation → is defined by (5.2) if and only if J satisfies the
interpolation property.

Lemma 5.5. Suppose that R is a reflexive relation on U such that DM(RS) is completely
distributive. Let {x}▲ and {y}▲ be completely join-irreducible elements of ℘(U)▲ and x, y /∈ S.
The following assertions are equivalent:

(i) There exists an element u ∈ U with {x}▲, {y}▲ ⊆ {u}▲.
(ii) (∅, {x}▲), (∅, {y}▲) ≤ g(∅, {x}▲), g(∅, {y}▲).

Proof. In view of Proposition 5.3, (∅, {x}▲) and (∅, {y}▲) belong to the set J −. Furthermore,

g(∅, {x}▲) = ({vx}△▼, {vx}△▲) and g(∅, {y}▲) = ({vy}△▼, {vy}△▲), where vx ∈ coreR̆(x) and

vy ∈ coreR̆(y) can be chosen arbitrarily in virtue of Lemma 4.12(iv).

(i)⇒(ii). Condition (i) implies vx ∈ R̆(x) = {x}▲ ⊆ {u}▲ = R̆(u) and vy ∈ R̆(y) =

{y}▲ ⊆ {u}▲ = R̆(u), whence we get {u} ⊆ R(vx) = {vx}△ and {u} ⊆ R(vy) =
{vy}△. Hence, {x}▲, {y}▲ ⊆ {u}▲ ⊆ {vx}△▲, {vy}△▲, and this yields (∅, {x}▲), (∅, {y}▲) ≤
({vx}△▼, {vx}△▲), ({vy}△▼, {vy}△▲), which is equivalent to (ii).
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(ii)⇒(i). If (∅, {y}▲) ≤ g(∅, {x}▲), then {y}▲ ⊆ {vx}△▲, that is,

{y}▲ ⊆ R(vx)▲ =
⋃

{{z}▲ | z ∈ R(vx)}.
Since {y}▲ is completely join-prime in ℘(U)▲, {y}▲ ⊆ {u}▲ for some u ∈ R(vx). Moreover,

we have vx ∈ R̆(u). Because vx ∈ coreR̆(x), we have that vx ∈ R̆(u) implies R̆(x) ⊆ R̆(u) by
the definition of the core, that is, {x}▲ ⊆ {u}▲. We have now proved {x}▲, {y}▲ ⊆ {u}▲. □
Theorem 5.6. Let R be a reflexive relation on U such that DM(RS) is completely distributive
and spatial. The following assertions are equivalent:

(i) DM(RS) forms a Nelson algebra.

(ii) Let x, y /∈ S be such that {x}▲, {y}▲ are completely join-irreducible in ℘(U)▲. If
{x}▲, {y}▲ ⊆ {u}▲ for some u ∈ U , then there exists an element z ∈ U such that
{z}▲ is completely join-irreducible in ℘(U)▲ and {x}▲, {y}▲ ⊆ {z}▲.

Proof. (i)⇒(ii). Assume that (i) holds. Let x, y, u be as in the assumption of (ii). Then,
by Proposition 5.3, (∅, {x}▲) and (∅, {y}▲) belong to J −. Lemma 5.5 implies that (∅, {x}▲),
(∅, {y}▲) ≤ g(∅, {x}▲), g(∅, {y}▲). Let us set p := (∅, {x}▲), q := (∅, {y}▲). Then, p, q ≤
g(p), g(q). As DM(RS) is a Nelson algebra, by the interpolation property, there exists k ∈ J
such that p, q ≤ k ≤ g(p), g(q). Then p, q ≤ g(k) ≤ g(p), g(q) also holds.

If k ∈ J ◦, then in view of Proposition 5.3, k = ({z}, {z}▲) for some z ∈ S. Therefore, {z}▲
is a completely join-irreducible element of ℘(U)▲ by Lemma 3.4 and {x}▲, {y}▲ ⊆ {z}▲. If
k ∈ J −, then k = (∅, {z}▲) for some {z}▲ ∈ J (℘(U)▲). Now p, q ≤ k gives {x}▲, {y}▲ ⊆
{z}▲. Finally, if k ∈ J +, then g(k) ∈ J −. Thus, g(k) = (∅, {z}▲) for some {z} ∈ J (℘(U)▲).
Since p, g ≤ g(k), we have {x}▲, {y}▲ ⊆ {z}▲. Thus (ii) holds in all possible cases.

(ii)⇒(i). Since DM(RS) is completely distributive, it forms a quasi-Nelson algebra. Since it
is also spatial, it is algebraic as we already noted. Hence, to prove (i) it is enough to show
that the completely join-irreducible elements of DM(RS) satisfy the interpolation property.
Now, assume (ii) and suppose that p, q ≤ g(p), g(q) holds for some p, q ∈ J . We will show
that there exists an element k ∈ J , such that

p, q ≤ k ≤ g(p), g(q).

Observe that we may exclude the cases p = g(p) and q = g(q). For instance, if p = g(p), then
k = p and the interpolation property holds.

Now p, q < g(p), g(q) implies that p, q ∈ J −. By Proposition 5.3 this means that p =
(∅, {x}▲) and q = (∅, {y}▲) for some {x}▲ and {y}▲ that are completely join-irreducible in
℘(U)▲. Then (∅, {x}▲), (∅, {y}▲) ≤ g(∅, {x}▲), g(∅, {y}▲) yields that that there exist u ∈ U
with {x}▲, {y}▲ ⊆ {u}▲ by Lemma 5.5. By (ii), there exist an element z ∈ U such that {z}▲
is a completely join-irreducible in ℘(U)▲ and {x}▲, {y}▲ ⊆ {z}▲.

If z /∈ S, then according to Proposition 5.3, k = (∅, {z}▲) ∈ J −. Thus, p, q ≤ k. This also
implies k ≤ g(k) ≤ g(p), g(q). If z ∈ S, then k = ({z}, {z}▲) ∈ J ◦ and p, q ≤ k. In addition,
k = g(k) ≤ g(p), g(q). We have now show that J satisfies the interpolation property. □
Example 5.7. (a) Let us continue considering Example 3.7. In this example, we observed
that DM(RS) forms a regular double Stone algebra. Consequently, it is also a Nelson algebra,
as can be demonstrated using our results.

In Example 3.7, we observed that ℘(U)▲ and ℘(U)△ are finite Boolean lattices. Conse-
quently, they are completely distributive and spatial. Thus, DM(RS) inherits these properties,
allowing us to apply Theorem 5.6.
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The elements 1 and 3 do not belong to S. Both {1}▲ and {3}▲ are equal to {1, 3}, and
{1, 3} is completely join-irreducible in ℘(U)▲. Therefore, condition (ii) of Theorem 5.6 holds,
and DM(RS) forms a Nelson algebra.

(b) In Example 4.10, the elements 1, 2, and 4 do not belong to S. The sets {2}▲ and {4}▲ are
completely join-irreducible in ℘(U)▲. They are both included in {1}▲, which is not completely
join-irreducible in ℘(U)▲. Since there is no elmement z such that {z}▲ is completely join-
irreducible in ℘(U)▲ and both {2}▲ and {4}▲ are included in {z}▲, by Theorem 5.6 we can
state that DM(RS) is not an Nelson algebra.

(∅, 124)

RS = DM(RS)

(3, U) (1, 124)

(3, 234)

(∅, 4) (∅, 12)

(∅, ∅)

(123, U)(34, U)

(U,U)

Figure 3.

The Hasse diagram of RS = DM(RS) is given in Figure 3. For simplicity, in the figure, we
denote the subsets of U that differ from ∅ and U by sequences of their elements. Now,

g(∅, {4}) = ({3, 4}, U), g(∅, {1, 2}) = ({1}, {124}), g({3}, {2, 3, 4}) = ({3}, {2, 3, 4}).

This means that

J − = {(∅, {4}), (∅, {1, 2})},
J ◦ = {({3}, {2, 3, 4})},
J + = {({3, 4}, U), ({1}, {1, 2 4})}.

Because DM(RS) does not form a Nelson algebra, the interpolation property should not hold.
This can seen by setting p = (∅, {4}) and q = (∅, {1, 2}). Now p, q < g(p), g(q), but there is
no element k ∈ J such that p, q ≤ k ≤ g(p), g(q).

Proposition 5.8. Let R be a reflexive relation on U such that coreR(x) and coreR̆(x) are
nonempty for each x ∈ U , then DM(RS) forms a Nelson algebra.

Proof. Let R be a reflexive relation on U such that coreR(x) and coreR̆(x) are nonempty for

each x ∈ U . Then each R(x) is completely join-prime in ℘(U)△ and each R̆(x) is completely
join-prime in ℘(U)▲ by the definition of the core. By Corollary 4.11, DM(RS) is completely
distributive and spatial.

It is now clear that condition (ii) of Theorem 5.6 is satisfied. Therefore, DM(RS) forms a
Nelson algebra. □
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We end this section by presenting some remarks related to the previous studies [8, 14, 15].
Let R be a quasiorder on U . As we already mentioned in Remark 4.2 and Example 4.3,
℘(U)▲ = ℘(U)▽ and ℘(U)△ = ℘(U)▼ form completely distributive spatial lattices. In ad-
dition, {{x}▲}x∈U forms the set of completely join-irreducible elements of ℘(U)▲. Because
℘(U)▲ is completely distributive, these elements are also completely join-prime. The same

observations hold for {x}△ and ℘(U)△. Therefore, both R(x) and R̆(x) have nonempty core.
By Proposition 5.8, DM(RS) forms a Nelson algebra. It is proved already in [15] that RS is
itself a complete lattice. Thus, DM(RS) = RS. Note also that we proved in [8] that RS forms
a Nelson algebra defined on an algebraic lattice. It is also clear that if R is a quasiorder,
also R̆ is a quasiorder. This means that RS defined by R̆ have the same lattice-structural
properties as the rough set lattice defined by R.

Moreover, for all x ∈ U ,

coreR(x) = {w | xRw and wRx}.
First note that xR y is equivalent to R(y) ⊆ R(x). Let w be such that xRw and wRx.
If w ∈ R(y), then y Rw. Now wRx gives y Rx by transitivity and hence R(x) ⊆ R(y).
This means w ∈ coreR(x). On the other hand, w ∈ coreR(x) gives x ∈ R(x) ⊆ R(w) by
Lemma 4.12(v), that is, wRx. By the definition of core, w ∈ R(x), that is, xRw.

However, in case of just reflexive relation, the situation is different. It is clear that R is
reflexive if and only if R̆ is reflexive. Let us denote by DM(RS)̆ the completion of rough sets

defined by R̆. We can now write the following proposition.

Proposition 5.9. Let R be a reflexive relation on U . The following observations hold.

(i) DM(RS)̆ is completely distributive if and only if DM(RS) is completely distributive.
(ii) DM(RS)̆ is spatial if and only if DM(RS) is spatial.

(iii) If coreR(x) and coreR̆(x) are nonempty for each x ∈ U , then DM(RS) and DM(RS)̆
form Nelson algebras.

Proof. (i) Let DM(RS) be completely distributive. This is equivalent to the fact that any
of ℘(U)▲, ℘(U)▼, ℘(U)△, ℘(U)▽ is completely distributive by Proposition 4.1. This is then
equivalent to DM(RS)̆ being completely distributive.

(ii) Suppose DM(RS) is spatial. Then, by Proposition 4.4, this is equivalent to that ℘(U)▲

and ℘(U)△ are spatial. But this is again equivalent to the situation that DM(RS)̆ is spatial.
Claim (iii) is clear by Proposition 5.8. □
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